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1. The RTHP meeting was held from 1 to 2, September 2003 under the new chairmanship of Mr. Chul Hwan Kim, a representative of Republic of Korea. 

Representatives from Brunei Darussalam, China, Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Japan, Republic of Philippines, Republic of Korea, Singapore, Thailand, the United States of America and Vietnam participated in the meeting.  The International Motorcycle Manufacturers Association (IMMA) also took part in the meeting as official guests. Representatives from Korea Automobile Manufacturers Association, Hyundai Motor Company, KIA, Ssangyong Motor Company, Renault-Samsung Motor Company also took part in the meeting.

2. Mr. Hirai, a representative of Japan, opened the session and handed over the chairmanship to Mr. Chul Hwan Kim.
3. Mr. Chul Hwan Kim, accepted the chairmanship and welcomed the delegates. He acknowledged the achievements made by the RTHP group. 
4. The RTHP group reviewed the provisional agenda that was drafted, circulated and presented by the delegation of Korea. 

5. The RTHP group adopted the agenda unanimously.

6. Report of the 21st APEC/TPT-WG/RTHP

(1) The chairman briefed the RTHP group about the reports of the 21st APEC TPT-WG RTHP meeting. In his brief, he noted the final report of Phase V Stage 3 2002 Project by JASIC.  In particular, he stressed the future activities, progress of implementation of vehicle regulations, cooperation with WP29 and the Automotive Dialogue to meet the Bogor Goal . 
(2) The chairman congratulated JASIC for the successful completion of the project. 
(3) He reiterated his concerns regarding the duplication of Harmonization Work by the Automotive Dialogue Harmonization Working Group. 
7. The progress report of Action Plan to introduce ECE Regulation

Each economy had an opportunity to present its progress in introducing an action plan to introduce ECE Regulation.  

Republic of Korea briefed the RTHP about the status in implementing ECE regulations.  

8. Provision of information of GRs

At the last meeting, the RTHP discussed how to step up cooperation with WP29 and its experts meetings.  One of the option suggested was to establish links between the RTHP and WP29. 

Japan briefed the group on the different GRs organized within the WP29, the scope of work of each GR and the name of the chairperson. 

Korea proposed that the RTHP designate contact points to establish links between the RTHP and the GRs provided that all parties involved agreed. 

Based on unanimous support within the group, Korea volunteered to be a contact point for GRE (lighting), China for GRPE (pollution and energy), and Japan for GRRF (brake and running gear).  IMMA informed the group that the US had volunteered to be a contact point for GRSP (passive safety) at the 21st APEC TPT WG meeting.  No economy volunteered for GRB (noise).

Noting that Australia had in the 21st meeting proposed to designate the contact points, the group unanimously agreed to designate Australia as the contact point for GRSG (general safety).  However, due to the absence of Australia in the meeting, it was RTHP decided to seek confirmation from Australia.

9. Report of Phase V Stage 3 2002 Project 

JASIC explained that the draft final report was circulated in November and no comment was received.  JASIC reported that it submitted the final report to the Steering Committee in December.  RTHP noted that the final report was approved by the RTHP group and APEC Overseer.
The chairman congratulated JASIC for completing the project and the RTHP and participating economies showed their appreciation of the work done by JASIC.

In conclusion, JASIC expressed its intention to assist any economy in establishing its own action plan.

10. Report of Recent Meetings of the Automotive Dialogue Meetings

The Harmonization Working Group of the Automotive Dialogue did not send a representative to the meeting.

Korea briefed the RTHP on matters raised at the 10th Steering Committee Meeting (SCM) of the Automotive Dialogue (26-28 February 2003, Bangkok, Thailand) and the fifth APEC Automotive Dialogue (25-27 June 2003, Honolulu, Hawaii, USA).

Amongst the various subjects discussed in the Automotive Dialogue meetings, the ASEAN Cooperative Arrangement on Automotive Technical Regulations(ACAATR) and the “Core Regulations” drew the most attention from the RTHP.

In addition, the JASIC representative who participated in the last meeting of the Harmonization Working Group in Hawaii added its comments to Korea’s explanation.
The Chairman further informed the group that Mr. Warner, Leader of the Automotive Dialogue Harmonization Group sent an e-mail with two documents seeking comments from the RTHP regarding the two topics above.

11. 
The activities of APEC Automotive Dialogue

(1) ACAATR(Formerly known as “ASEAN MRA)

The Chairman briefly explained the ASEAN Cooperative Arrangement for Automotive Technical Regulations (ACAATR) proposed by the Automotive Dialogue(“AD”).   Its purpose is to facilitate automobile trade in the ASEAN Free Trade Area.  The cooperative arrangement would address technical regulations and certification processes.  Concerning type approval, ASEAN governments operating under a “type approval” system would ideally agree to accept each others certifications as valid, without requiring re-testing in their own countries. Concerning regulations, its approach is to utilize the Global Technical Regulations under the 1998 Agreement, or one of three sets of regulations, namely, ECE regulations annexed to the 1958 Agreement, US regulations, and Japanese Regulations.  He mentioned that the Harmonization Group of the Automotive Dialogue was seeking comments from RTHP. 

Japan expressed two reasons against the AD’s proposal:  Using one of 3 sets of regulations renders harmonization useless. Creating another MRA in addition to the 1958 Agreement causes confusion.  Japan insisted that if ASEAN pursues an MRA in the form of the ACAATR, it should be done in line with the 1958 Agreement. Japan also noted that harmonization will solve market access problems caused by regulations.  He reiterated that the RTHP should continue work to promote harmonization.

The chairman introduced an e-mail from United States and said that the US requested that the RTHP postpone any conclusion regarding both ACAATR and core regulations until US develops its position. 

Japan questioned whether US’ position was NHTSA’s position or US’ position.  In reply, US explained that it was the NHTSA’s position because only NHTSA addresses vehicle safety issues on behalf of the US government.

IMMA pointed out two points; the first one was that the RTHP could not stop ASEAN from developing ACAATR; the second was that ACAATR should be operating under the umbrella of WP29.

Japan said that in its opinion the RTHP does not endorse ACAATR because ACAATR is ASEAN’s business. However, RTHP could give its support to ASEAN if ASEAN seeks assistance.

The chairman asked ASEAN economies if they had any comments.  In reply, Brunei, Indonesia and Republic of Philippines reserved their opinions due to their first participation.  Singapore, Vietnam and Thailand reserved their opinion because they did not get enough information on AD’s ACAATR, but stressed that their policy is in line with WP29.

IMMA explained the difference between ECE regulations annexed to the 1958 Agreement and European Directives.

The chairman asked the RTHP participating economies to review the annexed documents regarding ACAATR by the next meeting and to discuss it further.  He stressed that the RTHP would decide its position. 

The chairman closed the discussion on the matter by concluding that the development of the ACAATR is under the authority of the AD, but it should be in line with WP29.

(2) Development of a list of Core Regulations

The chairman explained the current situation regarding core regulations raised by the AD.  Japan and IMMA added to the chairman’s explanation by briefing the group with the historical background of core regulations.

IMMA reminded the group that the concept of core regulations had been discussed over the years but a decision had yet to be reached.  The representative from IMMA suggested that the desirable set of core regulations would be one that was applicable to as many ASEAN members as possible.  And it insisted that adding another safety standard should not be considered against the WP29.

JASIC and Chinese Taipei presented a RTHP funded list of 28 regulations for the reference of the APEC Economies.

Japan explained that the three Japanese criteria for harmonization are safety and environment benefits, effect of harmonization, and status of facilities for approval tests.

The chairman asked the ASEAN economies whether the 28 regulations could be adopted.  Indonesia said that about 5 of the 28 regulations might be applicable.  Thailand said that it might use only one set out of 3 sets of regulations.

Chinese Taipei suggested that each economy consider selection criteria and bring them at the next RTHP meeting.

IMMA express its wish to add motocycle to the list of regulations.

Upon comments that the list should be amended, Japan proposed to revise the list within this year.  

The chairman thanked Japan for their proposal and proposed to circulate the list once it was received before the next RTHP meeting.  He added that it would be preferrable to adopt the formal classification system that is being used in WP29.

To the above proposal, JAPAN promised to forward a draft list to the chairman for circulation and agreed to use the formal classification system to clarify the vehicle’s dimensions.

(3) Non-Tariff Matters(NTMs) of the WTO DDA discussions

Korea stressed that automotive technical regulations are not a subject for trade negotiation and added that it would be desirable that automotive technical regulations should be discussed under the 1958 and the 1998 Agreements under which more than 40 countries are participating in WP29. 
Japan supported Korea’s position and explained its comments to a paper submitted by KAMA in Automotive Dialogue.

US supported Japan’s position and stressed that safety and environmental regulations should not be discussed in the trade fora.

12. Action plans of each economies on the proposal by Final Report (Phase 5, Stage 3)

Economies provided a progress report on their implementation of vehicle regulations: 

Chinese Taipei delivered a progress report indicating that it established “Automotive Regulation Technical Committee” and “Automotive Safety Regulation Advisory and Information Center” (ASRAIC) to assist in formulating policies and regulations regarding automotive safety, following the APEC actionplan for Chinese Taipei. Chinese Taipei indicated that they have established a 3-phase term(2006-2011) action plan to adopt ECE Regulations. They called for assistance from experienced economies and noted a need to have a technical expert network within APEC

Korea indicated that it has already implemented safety regulations providing high levels of protection.  It is actively participating in WP29 and GR meetings and have plans to amend regulations in the field where improvements are needed.  Hence, the formulation of an action plan is not considered to be necessary.  Korea plans to accede to the 1958 agreement in addition to the 1998 Agreement and harmonize regulations under both agreements.  

Japan supported Korea’s activities regarding WP29 and suggested that Korea establish a detailed action plan regarding the introduction of ECE regulations once it accedes to the 1958 Agreement. 

In addition, it was also noted that several other APEC economies have not been engaged in RTHP activities. Participating economies discussed ways of encouraging their participation in an effort to realize the Bogor Declaration objectives throughout the APEC region. 

13. Invitation of the chairpersons of GRs (Working Parties of experts)

The chairman recalled that in the previous meeting a proposal was put forward to invite the chairpersons of each GR to the RTHP meetings.
A representative of JASIC explained that invitation of GR chairman would give boost to RTHP participants who do not attend the WP29 meeting due to various reasons.  However, doubt was raised on the feasibility and necessity of inviting GR chairpersons.

Given the opposing views, Japan suggested that final decision on the matter be postponed and in the meantime each contact point check the agenda of the relevant GR and circulate the information to other member economies in a timely manner. 

The group concurred on the view expressed by Japan.

14.  Comparison of Recall Systems between APEC economies

The chairman recalled that at the last meeting some economies requested information regarding “Recall systems”.
Korea briefly explained that it had recently adopted the self-certification system instead of the type-approval system and in the process strengthened the “Recall System” .  Korea promised to provide information of system transition in time for next spring or fall meeting.  Information would be focused on development, recall results, and operation of recall system. 

To share information regarding recall system with RTHP, the chairman requested other economies to provide information on their recall systems.  The chairman informed the group that he would generate and circulate a document containing a form in which each economy would be requested to fill-in with information concerning their recall system. 

15.  
Other business

The chairman proposed to rename the “Road Transport Harmonization Project” Group to the “Motor Vehicle Harmonization Project” Group to avoid confusion with “Road Safety Expert Group”.

In addition, he proposed to rename “core regulations” into “Basic Regulations for the ASEAN economies” because the term “core” gives weigh to individual regulation. 

The chairman invited the group to provide alternative names by the next meeting.

16. Proposal for changes to the structure of Transportation Working Group(TPT-WG)

The chairman drew the group’s attention to the agenda of the HOD’ meeting in which it was proposed to merge the RTHP and the Road Safety Expert Group(RSEG).  According to the US and Japan, the proposal was put forward by Australia’s HOD.  Korea and Japan said that two group deals with completely different subjects.  Chinese Taipei mentioned three different approaches to road safety (human factor, vehicle, environments).

In addition, a representative of IMMA who participate in both WP1 and WP29 explained what is being discussed in the two working parties.  WP1 deals with 1968 Vienna Convention for road safety, while WP29 deals with 1958 and 1998 Agreements for vehicle construction. Some areas may overlap. Annex 5 of Vienna Convention stipulates how a vehicle is constructed in general, example a vehicle must have two headlamps. But ECE regulations annexed to 1958 Agreement stipulates how a headlamp must be constructed in technical terms.  

A majority of RTHP participant economies expressed a strong objection to merging the two groups because it will not save resources nor it will be efficient. 

The chairman concluded that it shall be RTHP’s position that it is opposed to the proposal and this position will be forwarded to the Steering Committee.

17. Recommendations to the Steering Committee on more Competitive Transportation Industry : 

a) Note that Mr. Chul-Hwan KIM was elected as the new chairman ; 

b) Note that the final report of Phase V Stage 3, prepared by JASIC was approved by the group ;
c) Note that the RTHP is a responsible body for promoting  harmonization of regulations ;

d) Recommend that APEC economies be encouraged to develop their action plan towards promotion of harmonization on regulations under WP29. ;

e) Recommend that APEC economies not engaged in RTHP activities be encouraged to do so.

f) Note that the RTHP oppose the proposal to merge the RTHP and the RSEG.

PAGE  
1

